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Ms. Donna Maclde 
Secretary to Mr. Bradlee 
Washington Post 
1150 15 St., NW 
Washington, D.C. 20071 

Dear Ms. Hackie, 

Bradleo is still on vacation please do not trouble him with thi 3 and 

if you tliink it should be referred to anyone else on the Post, would you please 
do that? Thanks# 

I write about today* s lead editorial, "Tfte Prosser ^eal," and some miscon- 
ceptions in it. Wliat I will say comes from personal knowledge obtained mostly 
from reading an enormous amount of pages of FBI records I've obtained under FOIA. 

There is little talk of that (i.o, White House influence) any more, nor 
have there been cliarges that high officials in the Justice Bupartment 0 r the FBI 
were influential or even knew of the relationship between the labor leader and the 
bureau." It is beyond question that high FBI officials were fully aware, as I'll 
explain. 

FBI agents are not permitted to make unauthorized use of informants. It all 
goes through tho clisin of command and with special kinds of informers there i 3 an 
additional body which is involved in and with everything. I believe that without 
question Prosser was tliat kind of informer. Using him also involved delicate 
political questions that nobody below some top spot would dare not buck upwardo 

The agent who wants someone as an informer Bakes his recommendation or 
request through channels in the field office and tho special agent in charge, if 
he agrees, then sends tho written request for approval to FBIHQ. There it is 
routed to the appropriate Division and whether or not tags it goes any higher, as 
I believe is required, it does require the approval of the Assistant Director in 
charge of that ivision. Initial approval is for a six-months period of probation 
and during that six months tho informer is identified on the FBI's records with an 
arbitrary letter and code identification to hide Ms identity from those not 
required to know it. For tills probation the letter "P" proceeds his code identi- 
fication. If he is a criminal informer, he is PCI followed by the letter identifi- 
cation ol the lield offi ce, for example, CL for Cleveland, and then the arbitrary 
numbers tliat follow\^CIi(JL'l234, etc. FBIHQ decides whother or not to keep big on 
after tliis six months^ba3ed on his productivity. Or lack of it. During that period 
as well as thereafter tho agent running the fink is required to fill out a special 
form reporting each contact and tho information provitiftd. All moneys paid are recorded 
and the agent's ostimato of the balue of the information ho gets also is recorded 
in a special place on the form, of wliich I have copies. 

For what tho FBI regards as its "top echelon" informers, everything must be 
approved by a little— known body wlioso existence was disclosed to me by accidents 
Top Echelon Informant Committee . " Without doubt a >yone like Presser would be con- 
sidered top echelon, more so because of his R#gan support. But his position is enough. 
Any decision on disclosing tliat he v/as an Informer to the DJ would require the OK of 
this comiaittee liigh up in tho FBI. 

The editorial states that "informants are supervised by a small group of peooifce 
ai; tho local iSnczi level and information about each case is kept tightiy guarded in 
order to protect the informant' 3 identity. It is at the local level tliat the foul-up 
in the Pressor investigation appears to have occurred." Tliis i 3 the FBI line and it* 
isn t the truth, except tliat at the field office level the number who need to know 
the identify of the informer is small. There is no time when FBIHQ docs not know 


who every informer is and what information comes from him, no time it is without 
supervision and the supervision is so close I have records from FBIHq directing the 
to end a11 * iationship with an informer. I think I can guess how the 
lul would undertake to misload your people by showing records that do in fact hide 
tnel. .former' 3 identity. 1'liis is how it works, and I'm drawing upon a very large 
number of records 1 obtained relating to the FBI's investigation of the assassins 
tion.of Hr. Ai ng, fmon I tldnk seven different field offices. 


r.nr :K“* Md J of UB k« the informer’s correct and assigned symbol identification the 
i‘BX switches to another arbitrary identification if the records from the field office, 
M- l^QftdeA fpr_an xJ22 -is ia. e . ^ X n the Prosser case, say for example, 

the Labor .Department. (Please note tliat the information itself also need not bo 
closely guarded" but is distributed, only tho FBI may decide to withiiold some of 
the information. ) The Prosser caso agent would prepare his memo on what ho leafed 
from Prosser land sometimes other sources, all similarly hidden and not hidden). It 
is known as a LHM, or Letterhead ‘‘enorandum, on FBI letterheads. Instead of Prosser 
beingidontified in it by Ids actual identification number he is identified by, say, 
CL T-1 , another arbitrary number. Then, on a separate , page that FBIHQ does not 
distribute, there is a/listing of ail T numbers and JAiejr actual identification a . 
only in making copies for distribution, tlds page is omitted. OfpLy the T identifi- 
xation is .lisserainated, Mt .there is no tiiae when FBHIu does not know precisely 
info rmer or o ther, is ro presented by each T number . 


From what within ray not inconsiderable experience is tho FBI's undeviating 
1 think , th ° editorial is wrong and the writer was misled into concluding 
that It is at Ms (local) lovol that the foul-up in the Prosser investigation 
ax-jpourc to havo occurred* u 


"Wlio made tho deal with Jackie Presser in the first place?" Share just lias 
to be much FBI paper on tlds and there is no possibility of any question existing 
in the FBI's records. From the first idea, the first contact, tliere will be records. 
Even of phono calls on tho deal. There will bo duplicate filing of much of tlds info. 
The Prdsnor file itself will begin with the file classification number 137, which 
represents "Criminal Informants," or if he wore a political inferior, 134, "Security 
Informants." x lds would usually liold some information not incorporated in the "main" 
file, say 62, or "administrative inquiry," or ?92. Anti-Racketorring, " etc. (There 
is a series of administrate or "adnat files that are catohalld. Even wiretapping and 
bugging records are hidden in the admat 66.) Tho place in which the information itself 
belongs is the "main" file, like 02. Tlds is true in the field and at FBIH-i. At FBIHQ 
it may bo duplicated, in other files end then is know&^.s a Not Recorded record. (Tho 
main file only is indexed as tho record, copy at FBIHQ.) 

It is not uncommon for tlioso who aro kept informed, like divisions of the Id, 
to be able to .make pretty good guesses to identify special sources, such as Pressor, 
because very few people have the Information they have. And they will know from the 
FBI’s T number discription whether that is a regular source. (All sources are not 
informers who have informer disignations by the FBI . ) 


If the internal investigation is by the Office of Professional Responsibility 
tho result, from its past record, will be as generous a coat of wldtewash as the 
OPR tidnk3 it can get away with. And it will generally accept the FBI's standard 
evasions and misrepresentations, for it has. But I wish I could believe that sooner 
or later tho wliolo 3tory ’will coma out." Hot likely, oven if there is vindictiveness, 
as tliere Iris been in tho past, andi leaking. Thi3 i3 much too sensitive to expect that 
and there has already been too much misrepresentation, at tho least misrepresentation. 


Sincerely, 


